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In r» ApiE^Xlcatlon; of 
WllXlaa F* Friedann 
Ses^lnX No. ^9,066 
FlXod XX August 1944 
For ELEmXCAL SI3SEK 


IN THE NNH^ aTKSBB FAXENI* OFFICE 



AMENDHEHI 


Tbs EottorabXe CounlSsioaer of Patsnts 
Vsshlngbon 25> B. C. 

Siri 

In responss to ths Patent Office latter of X3 February 19^6 in the abova-identlfieA 
application^ and in further resi^ase to the rejection of 5 February X953> it is 
requested that the foXXosing paragraph be incorposrated in the aaendaent of 3 February 
X9?^» page 2i after line 23t 

Reconsideration is requested of the rejeotion oS claims XX, as 
amended, as vague and indefinite* In sdditi<m to eXlminatlng 
certain functional material in the cXaln, the proposed amendment, 
it is believed, points out that the authenticator rspresents a 
portion of the function of the caryptograpbic device with another 
portion thereof being disabled. With respect to the rejection 
on references (especlaXiy Schexbius) since any "indicator in each 
of the references can he xxsed for authentication purposes>" it 
app«u« that an adequate anticipation should shoir a cryptographic 
device vhioih normally prints or othenrlse indicates clear and cipher 
t^s and vhich, vhen used as an authenticator, prints or Indicates 
only enciphered text. Reconsideration is therefore requested also 
of the rejection on references. 


Applicant regrets the oversight of claim 11 in the Remarks accompsi^ng the 
amendment of 3 February 195^ « 

Respectfully, 

WILLIAM F. FRIEDMAN, Applicant 






QNfi-" SO; 


'Ws' 'Attorney' 
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